former means that the JIF is really only appropriate in disciplines such as biochemistry and molecular biology that are characterised by a high number of citations and short publication lags (Cameron, 2005) . The latter refers to the lack of coverage of citations in books, conference and working papers as well as citations in journals not included in ISI In this editorial, we therefore use another data source (Google Scholar), which has been shown to have a more comprehensive coverage in this field (Harzing & van der Wal, 2008a) . The analyses reported in this paper were conducted in September 2007 using "Publish or Perish" (http://www.harzing.com/pop.htm). and the average number of citations per paper. In conducting the analyses, I manually excluded duplicate titles (i.e. titles that also appeared inaccurately 1 Cameron reports that in 1997 it was estimated that the SCI covered a mere 2.5% of the world's scientific journals. Publish or Perish is a software programme that retrieves academic citations using Google Scholar, then analyses these and presents a wide range of citation metrics in a user-friendly format.
4
The h-index was introduced by Hirsch (2005) and is defined as follows: A scientist (or journal) has index h if h of his/her (its) Np papers have at least h citations each, and the other (Np-h) papers have no more than h citations each.
5
The h-index ignores the number of citations to each individual article beyond what is needed to achieve a certain h-index. In order to give more weight to highly-cited articles Leo Egghe (2006) proposed the g-index.
The g-index is defined as follows: Given a set of articles ranked in decreasing order of the number of citations that they received, the g-index is the (unique) largest number such that the top g articles received (together) at least g referenced in Google Scholar and hence received few citations). These adjustments did not impact on the h-index and g-index, but did result in a marginal rise in the citations-per-paper metric.
As Table 1 
EJIM's future as a high impact journal
What are the lessons we can draw from this analysis for the future of EJIM as a high-impact International Business/Management journal? The first -slightly pessimistic -lesson could be that there is quite a lot of "competition" in the field and that it might be difficult for a new journal to establish itself. However, EJIM has identified a unique niche. First of all, it is a journal that focuses on The second lesson we can draw is that although an ISI ranking might be "nice-to-have", it should not be considered to be the exclusive gold standard for journals. Several successful and long standing IB/IM journals -MIR is in its 48th volume, TIBR in its 50th volume -do not have an ISI ranking. Given EJIM's focus on Europe as well as its mission as a bridge journal, it would make more sense to look towards Google Scholar citations as a broader measure of impact. Journals such as
European Journal of Political Economy, European Management Journal, European Journal of
Marketing and European Financial Management are not ISI listed, but do have a very respectable citation count in Google Scholar and one that is higher than that of many journals that are ISI listed (Harzing & van der Wal, 2008b) .
The third and final lesson is one that is of paramount importance for any new journal. Editors and editorial board members should be advocates for the journal and be very active in their efforts to bring the journal to the attention of its potential readers and contributors. In my view, the EJIM editorial team has made an excellent start in this respect in its first year. I look forward to the day I can include EJIM as one of the high-impact journals in International Business/Management.
